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PREFACE: 


OTHING has ſurpriz d the World 
more, except Occaſional Conformity 
it ſelf, th>=> che Defences that have been 
made for ic. Indeed, the Qualities that 
would ſuffer Men to undertake that Pro- 
vince, are not likely to enable them to de- 
fend any Cauſe with the greateſt advan- 
tage: But, without bringing their Abilities 
in queſtion, it muſt be confeſs d, on the 
other hand, that how great ſocver thoſe 
had been, they were not like to haye ſuc- 
cceded much. better here. It is not poſ- 
{ible to write with Conſiſtence, but upon 
Principles; and all the Wit and Learning 
in the World cannot reconcile Contra- 
dictionsʒ; and Occaſional Conformity is nothing 
elſe: It is a Contradiction to all the Prin- 
| A 2 ciples 
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ciples of Church-Commumion ; and to all 
the Principles of the Separation too and 
- which is yct worſe, a perpetual Contradicti- 

on to it ſelf. - | 
For if the Occafional C m— can ſe- 
paratc from the Church of England upon 
the account of her Worſhip and Ceremo- 
nies; and yet upon occaſion conform to 
that Worſhip, and thofe Ceremonies, for 
which they ſeparate: If they can publiſh 
to the World, That the Parts 
Rights of ihe I Vorſbip in which they joyn with: 
Jenters, Pare I: the Church, and Church-men, are 
A * thoſe they do not condemn as Faults 
in the Church, or Miſtakes in the Church. men, 
or. Sins againſt Conſcience in themſelves; and 
yet when they occaſionally conform for an 
Office, can joyn in all Parts of the Church's 
Warſhip, and ſubmit to every Term of her 
Communion z. and may communicate with 
her their whole Lives, without being re- 
quir'd to joyn in one Part of Worſhip, 
or ſubmit to one Term of Communion 
more than they have already done: If 
they can therefore diſſent from thoſe very 
Things wich which. they can with a good. 
Conſcience. 
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Conſcience comply, and never be guilty 
of Schiſm ; and comply with every Part of 
Worſhip, and every Term of that Com- 
munion from which they ſeparate, and yet 
not be guilty of Inſincerity : If they can 
tell us, that to offer to God what they 
think leſs acceptable than ſomething p. 6. 
elſe that is in their Power to perform, 
would be to offer him an Affront inſtead of 
Homage, and that therefore, whil/t they 
think their Way of Worſhip more acceptable 
to Cod, than that eflabliſhd by Law, they 
muſt remain Diſſenters; and yet whilſt they 
remain ſo, can prevail with themſelves 
upon any occaſion to affront the great 
God of Heaven and Earth, by offcring him 
that very Service which they think leſs accep- 
table, when it is in their Power to perform 
their own more acceptable Way of Worſhip? 
( offer it now to thy Governour, and ſee whether 
he will be pleas d with thee, or accept thy 
Perſon, Mal. 1. 8.) If they can, by Cob- 
webs of Diſtinction, finer than ever were 
ſpun in the Schools, tell us they can comply 
now and then with an Eccleſiaſtical 3 
Uſurpation in Things indifferent, 
B with- 
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without complying with the Principles upom 
which that Uſurpation is founded, and can, 
ſeparate from the Impoſition of @ 
p. 13. Thing indifferent, when they do not 
ſeparate from the indifferent Thing 


impos'd; tho it is beyond my Skill to guels. 


how this may be done. without the aſſi- 
ſtance of the Jeſuitical Doctrine of the 
Direction of the Intention: If they can tell 
us, That conſtant receiving the Sa- 

p. 13. crament kneeling, would abet, and 
| give countenance to the unlawful 
Action of impoſing it, which the Occaſional 
receiving of it in the ſame poſture does not; 
tho' all Mankind, but themſelves, would 
conclude, if that Action were unlawful, the 
only difference is, that the one abetted it 
conſlantly, and the other occaſionally; or 
rather, ſince the Members of the Church 
look upon it as a lawful Action, by re- 
cciving conſtantly kneeling, they abet it 
with a. good Conſcience; and they abet it 
again Conſcience, who eſteem it an Eccle- 
ſiaflical Encroachment, and yet occaſionally 
receive in that poſture : If, laſtly, the Oc- 
ca/ional Conformiſt can go from Schilm to 
Schiſm 
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Schiſm, and, upon a good occaſion, to 
the Church too, and thence immediately 
to their Schiſm again, and call this Ca- 
tholick Communion ; and in the mean time 
make the Members of the Church, becauſe 
they go ſometimes to a Cathedral as wel! 
as their Pariſh Church, or ſome- 

times to their Pariſh Church ib. p. 17. 


in the Country, and ſometimes _ 
in the City, Occaſional Confor- Moderation 


. . — ftill a Virtue. 
miſts, tho they arc all the while p. 49. 30. 


in the very ſame Communion and Church; 
and never once communicate with any 


Aſſembly with which they cannot always 


communicate: If the Occaſional Confor- 
miſts, and their Champions, arc arrivd at 
ſuch a Maſtery over their own Under. 
ſtandings, as to believe theſe Things, or 
over their Conſciences, to publiſh it to 
the World if they do not; The Miſtakes, 
or Influences they are under, ſeem to be 
too powerful for the force of Reaſon, and 
the conviction of Argument: It is therefore 


time to have done with theſe Gentlemen, 


and their Practice too, as far as they are 
conccrn'd in it, and to take a new View 
5 b: of: 
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of this Caſe on that ſide which has not been 
ſo much conſider d, Whether the admiſſion 
of ſuch Perſons to the Holy Communion can 
be juſtified, before they renounce their Schiſm? 

One would have thought this Queſtion 
ſhould never have come before the Cler- 
gy of the Charch of England, and that 
their own pretended Spiritual Guides would 
have reſtrain d them in ſo looſe and ſcan- 
dalous a Practice: A Practice that tends 
directly to the Diſſolution of that Diſci- 
pline for which they have expreſsd fo 
great a Zcal: For what Effect can the 
Refuſal of their Sacrament have upon a- 
ny of their offending Members, whilſt 
themſelves allow a Practice, whereby he 
may receive it as well in any other Com- 
munion, as their own ? | 

Bur this 1s not all; one would have cx- 
pected they ſhould have condemn'd it up- 
on the account of a very ſenſible Scandal, 
their own Miniſters, I ſay, who have fo 
often urged that Text againſt Conformity, 
Give none offence, neither to the Jews, nor to 
the Gentiles, nor to the Church of God, 1 Cor. 
10. 32. and have been fo importunate in 


thar 
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their Charge of the Scandal and Offence, that 


is given to weak Conſciences, by Conformity to 
the Orders of the Church, that beſides Dr. 
Hammond's Tract of Scandal. therC ge confilerations 
have been ſince publiſh'd no leſs el Scan- 


than two entire Diſcourſes more, neu Belt, . 
to anſwer their Objections upon = pro eh — 
that Head, and to vindicate the . 
Church, and the Conformity of don Cates. 
its Members from that unjuſt Imputation. How 
comes it to paſs then, that they who have been 
ſo loud in charging Scandal on the Con- 
formity of the Members of the Church, have 
been ſo ſilent upon the Occaſional Conformity 
of cheir own Members? For if by Scandal they 
underſtand the doing that which may be mat- 
ter of grief to others, have not Diſſenters much 
greater reaſon to be grieved, when they ſee their 
Fellow-Diſlenters act againſt their own Principles, 
than when they ſee the Members of the Church 
act according to theirs? Or if by Scandal they 
underſtand, the doing that which may induce 
other Perſons of weak Conſciences to ſin, by do- 
ing the ſame againſt their Judgments; Are not 
theſe weak Conſciences in far greater danger 
of being carried to the commiſſion of unlaw ful 
or ſuſpected Actions; by the Example of Per- 
| C ſons 
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ſons of their own Perſwaſion, than by the Ex- 
ample of thoſe from whom they differ > The 
different Principles of the one, fortifie them a- 
gainſt the Contagion of the Example; whereas 
the common Principles of the other are apt to 
prove a Snare to them. What account then is 
to be given of this extraordinary, this partial 
Conduct? Are they at laſt convinced that there 
15 no Sin, nor Scandal in Conforming to the 
Church > If fo, how can they ever anſwer it 
to God; to the Church; to their own People, 
and to their own Conſciences, that they keep 
up ſo fad and unreaſonable a Separation? But 
if they ſtil] believe there is any Sin, and con- 
fequently Scandal in Conformity, why have 
they not lifted up their Voice as a Trumpet, 
and ſhewn Jacob their Tranſgreſſion, and Iſrael 
their Sin? What is the reaſon, I ſay that they, 
who, herctofore made ſuch a noiſe, with the 
Offcnce and Scandal of Conformity, have, ſince 
the Days of Occaſional Conformity, been fo pro- 
foundly ſilent on this Head? 1s it becauſe they 
like a well-Oficer'd Congregation ? Or fince Oc- 
caſional Conformity has been made a Step to Pow- 
er, do they let it paſs uncenſured, upon the ſame 
Motive which an eminent Nonconformiſt made 
uſe. of among others to perſwade the People - 

| take 
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take the Covenant? Becauſe Antichrift, ws. ces Ser- 
and his Faction had proſper d ſo much by vs abou 
entring into Covenants, therefore the Peo- „W 
ple of God ſhould try what this way will do, which 
has been ſo advantageous to the Enemy. For God, 
ſaid he, may make uſe of that Stratagem to ruin 
their Kingdom, which they uſed to build it. 
But wat account ſocver they are able to give 
of their Behaviour, I muſt confeſs, I am as 
much at a loſs to gueſs at the reaſons of thoſe 
few Clergy-men (I hope they are but few) who 
are for admitting Occaſional Conformiſts to the 
Holy Commumon, and ſhall think my felt very 
happy if this Diſcourſe ſhall convince them of 
their miſtake, The Method I have taken for the 
Reſolution of this Caſe, is the moſt unexception- 
able, and ſuch, as I think they cannot fairly de- 
cline; for I have proceeded on ſuch Principles as 
are founded on that Senſe of the Holy Scriptures, 
which has deſcended to us by conſtant Traditi- 
on, ſupported by the Decrecs of General Coun- 
cils, and the Diſcipline of the Primitive Church, 
and the Laws and Diſcipline of our own Church. 
It is, I confeſs, a great ſatisfaction to me, and 
I hope will be to all the true Sons of the Church, 
to behold the Agreement betwixt the Primitiye 
Church and our own, not only in che particula.. 


Ce - 
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Caſe now before us, the refuſing of Communi- 
on to Schiſmatichs, before they are reconciled to 
the Church, but alſo in thoſe previous Principles 
on which the Reſolution of this Caſe depends. 
I have ever thought, ſince I underſtood any 
thing of theſe Matters, that to appeal to the Pri- 
mitive Pattern 1n any diſputed Point, was the 
ſecureſt and moſt honourable Vindication of 
our Church, and ſo all muſt think, who do not 
look upon themſclves as the firſt Chriſtians, or 
which 1s next to it, act as if they were, We 
know the Church of Rome charges the Church 
of England with Novelty, becauſe ſhe has caſt off 
their Innovations; and the Diſſenters with as much 
reaſon have traduced her for Popiſb, becauſe ſhe 
has retain d what is ancient: Her Anſwer to both 
is, Deſinat inceſſere vetuſtatem novitas, and with 
this Anſwer ſhell always be able to maintain her 
ground. 6 
Io give one Inſtance for all, in the great con- 
troverted Queſtion, of Church. Government; which 
has a near relation to the Caſe before us, for 
Church-Communion and Schiſm, in a great 
mcaſurc depend upon it. The Epiſcopal Autho- 
rity has its Foundation in the Apoſtolical Office, 
and in thc Holy Scriptures, and almoſt eyery 
Act ofthe Primitive Church proves it, and every 
| Page 
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Page of its Hiſtory ſpeaks it. But the Papal Su- 
premacy, which is a Uſurpation upon the Rights 
of the Epiſcopal College, and the Presbyterian Par- 
ty, which is a Rebellion againſt it, have neither 
of them any Warrant from Scripturc, nor the 
Primitive Ages but the Records of the ancient 
Church, arc invincible Teſtimonies, and the 
whole Hiſtory of its Government, one entire 
Precedent againſt both: And they who have talk't 
of late ſo much of Catholickh Communion on one 
ſide, as well as thoſe who write Eſſays towards 


it on the other, ſhould conſider how well this 


becomes them, whilſt they abet thoſe two great 
dividing Articles of Chriftexdom, which arc, To 


have in effect but one Biſbep, or to have no Bi- 


in it. | 

An Appeal to Antiquity, I fay, is always the 
beſt Defence of our Church, and ſhews us that 
its Government is the ſame, which the Primitive 
Church exercis d, and if any thing more need be 
ſaid to recommend it, To preſerve this Primitive 
Government, is the beſt way to preſerve the Pri- 
mitive Faith. We are ſenſible what great Errors 
and Superſtitions crept into the Church under 
the Shadow of the Papal Power; and we all 
know that the Frenzy of the laſt Age had no 


ſooner outraged the ſacred Order of Biſhops, 
D but 
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but ſwarms of Sects, of monſtrous Names, and 
more monſtrous Tenents, like Locuſts infeſted 
and ovcrſpread the Land. 

And what is there on this fide Heaven worth 
ſecuring, (and tis the way to ſecure that too) if 


not that Authority which Chriſt eſtabliſhed in his 


Church, and tus Faith he taught it? *Tis true, 
you'll ay, if it were in danger. But where the 
Stake is of the laſt Importance, our utmoſt En- 
deavours, fo as they are no more than lawful, 

are but ſufficient to guard againſt its remoteſt 
Dangers: And yet, have we not ſcen an Epiſ- 
— Church fall before our Eyes, that a few 
Years ſince flouriſh'd with as fair Hopes as our 
ſelves? I mean the Poor Church of Scotland, over 
whoſe hard Fate I could ſhed Tears: Poor 
Church! She hears the Voice of her Oppreſſors.— 
but. on her ſide is no Helper. God give her Pati- 


ence in the Day of her Adverſity; "hc never ſhall 


want my Prayers: And was not the Fall of that 
very Church heretofore, a ſad Prelude to the 
Ruin of our own * And do we not already ſce 
Men of the fame Principles inſult the Church's 
Outworks; evade thoſe Laws which were made 
to ſccure Her? They tell us. indeed, theſe are 
friendly: Approaches, and they have not thoſe ill 
Deſigus we apprchend; withuut doubt then 


would 
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would tell us of it, if they had; and we are to 
believe every Word they ſay, and forget every 
Thing they ha ve done. 

It is not one of the leaſt inſtructive Parts of Hiſ- 
tory, to obſerve by what Degrees deſigning Par- 
ties arrive at Power; how they never kcep to their 
firſt Pretenſions; but when they have gain'd thoſe, 
make uſc of them only as Steps to more extrava- 
gant Demands: whether it be, that their Hopes, 
and conſequently their Deſigns, riſe in propor- 
tion to their Succeſs; or that all ſuch Parties have 
ſo much of Sylla in them, that having dons 
ſome ill Things, they muſt defend them by do- 
ing greater; or whether thoſe Deſigns that wers 
laſt in the Execution, were always with the Men 
of deep Thought, firſt in the Intention, but co. 
lourd over with ſpecious Pretences, and covertly 
introduced under more plauſible Aims; and not 
open'd. to the leſs deſigning, and more innocent 
Men of their own Party, till the proper Seaſon 
required it, and till they had ſo long implicitly 
follow d their Meaſures, that they knew not how- 
to retreat: Whatever the reaſon be, thus weſee 
it is in the Event, and we need go no farther 
than our own Nation and Hiſtory to be con- 


vinc d. of. it. 
. Whern 
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When a prevailing Party had by Artifice and 
Violence obtrudcd on King Charles the I. to paſs 
the Bill of Attainder againſt the Earl of Strafford, 
did they top there? No, the next Step in that 
kind, was to deſtroy the Primate of the Church, 
by an Ordinance of Parliament, as they call'd it; 
and there remain'd but one Degree of Wicked- 
neſs more, and to that in a little time they arriv'd, 
and murther'd their Sovereign, and the Monar- 

B chy too, by a Vote. | 
| Numerous Inſtances might be given of that 

excellent Prince's Conceſſions, which had no o- 
ther effect upon thoſe Men, but to encourage 
them to more inſolent Demands. | 

But to kecp within the Sphere 'of Church 
Affairs. Did not the Men of theſe Principles, 
in the Dawning of their Power, ſhew ſome 
regard to the Liturgy, and to the Government of 
the Church, and except fore few Alterations to 
be made in each, thought fit to appear reſolv'd 
to preſerve both; and to poſſeſs the Nation with 
this belief, made a ſolemn Declaration, which 
they caus d to be printed and publih'd in all 
april g. 1642. Market- Towns, That they would take 
away nothing in the one or the other, but what ſhould 
be evil, and juſtly offenſive, or at leaſt unneceſſary 
and burdenſome. Here is all Moderation, and it 

was 
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was neceſſary at that time, to gain the unwary 
and leſs deſigning Men, without whoſe aſſiſtance 
they could not ſucceed in their Attempts, in 
which they ever gradually advanced, as they 
riſe in Power; theſe very Modcrate Men, not- 
withſtanding theſe ſpecious Pretences, in two or 
three Years would be contented with nothing 
leſs than the entire Abolition of the Liturgy, and 
the Extirpation of Epiſcopacy Root and Branch. 

I have call'd them Men of their Princi- 
ples. The Occaſional Conformiſts may ſay, many 
of them were Members of the Church. It 
muſt be confeſs d they were in the Church, but 


according to St. Fohn's Rule, they were not of 


it, who could fo ſoon go out of it and deſtroy 
it. And if they who profels'd themſelves her 
Sons, could conſpire, or ſo caſily fall in with the 
Meaſures of thoſe who conſpir'd her Ruin; Can 
ſhe expect better from theſe Occaſional Friends, 
but Stated Enemies? Has ſhe any rcaſon to be- 
lieve they will fit down with their firſt Pretenſi- 
ons, and not make the ſame uſe of Conceſſions 
their Predeceſſors did, as ſo many Steps to more 
daring Attempts ? No, ſhe ſces they will not. 
A Toleration was a very reaſonable Requeſt, in 
thoſe Diſſenters whoſe Conſciences would not 
give them leave to conform, and it is to be hoped, 
E they 


| 
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they are perfectly contented with it; but the Oc- 
caſional Conſormiſts no ſooner gain'd this advan- 
tage, but they make uſe of it to ſtruggle for 
Power: And if this Point ſhould be ever ſettled: 
in their Favour, we nerd not doubt after ſuch 
a Conceſſion, thcy'll make uſe of it, to ſee on 
foot new Pretenſions, tho what thoſe will be, 
Time only can diſcover. In tlie mean time, can 
we doubt but when they have opportunity, they ll 
uſe their Power as they have always done? If we 
can doubt it, they themſclves will undeceive us. 
In the midſt of their Careſſcs to the Church, 
in the ſoft Days of Moderation, one of their 
great Champions has dropt theſe remarkable 


Rights of Pote- W 
— Words, A great many People mean 


Part II. 5. 33. fomething elſe by the ſafety of the Church, 
than the fecurity of its Articles: And when they ſay; 
the admiſſion of Diſſenters into Offices,is inconſiſtent 
with it, they mc an, "tis inconſiſtent with the Preſer- 
zation of thoſe Tenets which are either no Part of the 
Articles, or leſs neceſſary, and perſectly accidental to 
Chriſtianity and true Religion; as the Divine Right 
of Epiſcopacy; the abſolute neceſſity of an uninterrupt- 
ed Succeſſion from the Apoſtles; the Epiſcopal Form, 
20getber with the preſent Rites and Ceremonies, ab- 


ſtracted from its Doctrine and Diſcipline.-—TO SAY” 
912324 THE TRUTH, 1 DON'T KNOW BUT” 


THE. 
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THE ADMISSION OF DISSENTERS INTO OH. 
FICES, MAY BE AN IMPROPER MEANS 70 
PRESERVE THESE MEN'S CHURCH. Theſe 
Words want no Comment; and if we can forget 
our Experience of what they hayeformerly done; 
if we can believe the ſame Effects will not fol- 
low from the ſame Cauſesʒyet let us believe them- 
felves: This ſingle Confeſſion is an Argument. 
of ten times more force for the Bill, than all the 
Reaſons he has employed againſt it. His Chal- 
lenge to the Churchof England may deſcrve our 
notice too. Let her try, ſaich he, to find any ib. p. 40. 
Inflance of the Diſſenters endeauouring her Rain, 
beſides the lawful and open Attempts which they made 
upon all occaſions, after a further Reformation of the 
Church. We know well cnough what they mean 
by. a further Reformation of the Church, which has 
been their avowed and inceſſant Attempt from 
the beginning of Queen Elizabeth's Reign, and 
therefore tis with ſome Art he reſtrains our en- 
quiry to three Reigns only. But without entring 
on the Hiſtory of thoſe Reigns, doth he not think 
them accountable for what they have done in 
the reſt? Or doth he tacitly condema it > As. 
the illegal Impoſition of their illegal Covenant 
(the Standard of their Reformation) on che Cler- 
gy, and the Members of both Univerſities, a- 
gainſt. 
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gainſt their Conſciences and former Oaths; turn- 


ing out ſeveral Thouſands with their Families, to 


ſtarve for refuſing it; The preſſing of the ſame on 
the reſt of the Subjects under heavy Penalties; the 
aboliſhing of the Liturgy; the extirpation of Epiſ- 
copacy; the ſacrilegious Sale of the Church's 
Lands; the taking up Arms againſt their Sove- 
reign, who cſpous d the Church's Cauſe, &c. Theſe 
were open Attempts indeed. Doth this Author 
think them lawful too? them, and the Principles 
on which they were carried on? If not, he deſerts 
in a great meaſure, the Cauſe which he appears 
to defend. But if lawful, all I hall ſay to it, is, 
If they could do all thoſe things, and yet do no- 
thing but what they think lamful, what will be⸗ 
come of this poor Church, if the Diſſenters ever 
come to uſe wnlawful Attempts againſt Her? I 
know but one thing beyond this, and that is, for 
the Members of the Church, to truſt them with 
Power to do it. 

Unhappy Church of England! If when her 
Enemies conſpire her Ruin, her own Sons can 
deliberate whether ſhe ſhall Jet be ſafe, 


Qui prorogat horam, 
Rufticus expeflat dum defluat amnis, at ille 
Labitur, & labetur in omne volubilis æuν]¾. 


THE 


»» | 
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Whether the Diſſenters from the Church 
of England, ought to be admitted to 
the Holy Communion before they 
renounce their Schiſm ? 


A P P E A L 


Suche Church, &c. 


a 


— — 


N order to the Reſolution of this Queſtion, I 
mall endeavoud to prove: 

K. rſt, Tithe Church is, by Divine Right, 
6 „ 4 Power of Excommunicdtion „ or 
of dec ing Her Communion to Offenders in part , or 
entirely caſting theme out of it. 

Secondly, That Schiſm is a» Offence that deſerves 
the — 5 the Church. And, 

Thirdly, That if the Governours of the Church do 


rot infli@ it, yet the Church bas, by ſeveral Canons, de- 
clared Schiſmaticks to be in Jon caſes, ipſo facto, 


e xcomi- 


(2) 


excommmunicated ; however, they always excommmnicate 
themſelves by their Schiſm, and thereby loſe their 
Right to approach the Lord's Table, as well as they. 
who are excommunicated by the Church. 

Fourthly, That they who are either way cut off from the 
Communion of their own Church, do ſtand excammu- 
nicate to all the Churches in the World. 

Fifihly, That this is the Caſe of the — from 
the Church of England, who all lie under the guilt 
of Schiſm. | 

After the Proof of theſe Five Propoſitions, this Que- 
ſtion, which depends upon them, will ſoon be decided, 

I begin with the Firſt : 

That the Church is by Divine Right inveſted with 
a Power of Excommunication ;, or of denying Her Com- 
munion to Offenders in part, or entirely caſting them 
out of it. | | 

The Church, as well as other Societies, hath 
a Power to admit Members into- Her Commu- 
nion, and to exclude 'em from it : Even the leaſt 
Colleges, and meaneſt Corporations, by the Statutes 
and Charters of their Founders, enjoy this Power; 
without which, 'twere not poſſible to govern, or 
preſerve themſelves. But as the Church 1s endow'd 
with ſpiritual Privileges, and has a Divine Foun- 
der; io it is veſted with this Power by a Divine 
Charter: A Power, Firſt, To admit Perſons into 
this Society by Bapti/m:; and upon their demerits, to 
exclude them out of it by Her Cexſures. 

And, Firſt, for Her Power of admitting Mem- 
bers; by which, I mean, that She is entr not 
only with a Power of adminiſtring Baptiſm, the in- 
- Itiating Sacrament, that makes Men Members of the 
Church; but allo with a Power of judging who 


arc 
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(3) 
are qualified for it by the Terms of the Goſpel, 
without which it cannot be duly adminiſtred. 
This Authority appears in the Commiſion our 


Lord gave his Apoſtles, Go, teach or make Diſciples 


of all Nations, baptizing them, &#c. They were firſt: 


commanded to make them Diſciples, then to Bap- 
tize, but only ſach as ſhould ſubmit to the Goſpel. 


As they were to inſtruct them in the Conditions of 
this Covenant; Repentance from dead Works, Faith 


in Chriſt, and Obedience to the Laws of his Go- 


ſpel, ſo they were to Jadge, whether their Profeſ- 


ſion of. Repentance, of Faith, and Obedience, was 


fuch as the Goſpel required, ſuch as rendred them 


fit to be Members of the Inviſible Church, to which 
they were entitled by their admiſſion into the Vi- 


fible. In ſhort, they were. to judge whether they. 


underſtood and ſubmitted to the Conditions of this 
Covenant, before they ſet God's Seal to it, before 


they conferr'd Baptiſm, which entitled them to all 


the Benefits of it. 
Hence the Ancient Church made Canons, that 


Can, 2. 


ore a competent time of Trial; () That in 
ſome caſes they ſhould be a long time ſulpended a ar rok 
from it. Hence alſo, it utterly denied Baptiſm to can. 5; Cove. 


(4) Catechnmens ſhonld not be admitted to Baptiſm c Cone. Nr. 


others, as the Mimi, Scenici, &c. unleſs they re- 


nounced thoſe Arts that were inconſiſtent with 


Chriſtianity. By the ſame Power our Church or- 


ders, when Perſons of riper Years are to be baptized, See the au. 
due careis to be taken ſometime before, for their Exami- —— — 


nation, whether = are ſufficiently inſtructed in theraion of Bap- 
r 


22 2 - tiſm, to ſuch 
iſtian eligion, &c. And if they are of tiper 


are fit, then to be baptized ; Which implies, if they yer, 


Principles of the C 


are not fit, they are to be denied Baptiſm till they 
are 3 


(4) 


are; otherwiſe this Examination would be enjoin'd 
to no purpole. 

I have choſen to exempliftie this Power of the 
Church in the admiſſion of Adult Perſons, in which 
it is more conſpicuous z not but that it appears, 
even in the Paptiſm of Infants, whom She doth not 
admir without Sponſors, to ſtipulate in their Names, 
and to give Security to the Church, that they ſhall 
be educated in the Chriſtian Faith, Communion, and 
Practice. 

But the Church's Authority, both of admitting 
into Her Communion, by Baptiſm, all that are qua- 
lified for it; and of ſhutting-out thoſe who are not: 
farther appears in the Donation of the Keys, Matth. 
16. 19. and Matt. 18. 18. compared with Joh. 20. 23. 
For whatever other Branches of Authority are com- 
prehended in the Power of the Keys, and whatever 
other Remiſſion of Sins may be here meant; it cer- 
tainly includes the Power of receiving, by Baptiſm, 
into the Communion of the Church, and to all the 
Privileges of it, thoſe Perſons whom the Go- 
nours of this Society judge qualified for it; and of 
ſhutting out thoſe who are not; or who, after 
their admiſſion, ceaſe to be ſo, by not performin 
the Conditions, on which they were admitted. — 
becauſe all Sins are pardoned in Baptiſm, they who 
are received into the Church by it, have their Sins 
remitted ; but they who are denied this admiſſion, 
or who, after their admiſſion, are for their deme- 
rits excluded out of this Society, to which alone 
the Promiſe of Remiſſion of Sins is made, their Sins 
are retein'd. 

And, indeed, from the Authority of adminiſtring 
Baptiſm, the Power of Excommunication — 

lows : 


s 

follows: For ſince the Governours of this Society 
are entruſted with the Power of judging what Per- 
ſons are qualified to be Members ot it, they are 
thereby impower'd, not only to refuſe admiſſion to 
thoſe who are not; but alſo to exclude thoſe they 
have receiv'd, if they perform not the Conditions 
upon which alone they were admitted. It has been 
therefore a vain Attempt in ſome Learned Men, to 
diſpute the Church's Power of Excommunication, 
when they were not able to deny Her Power of 
Baptizing, nay, could not but own it, as particular- 
ly the Learned Mr. Selden doth; after which, to 

ſe Her Power of Excommunication , which 
that of Baptiſm plainly infers, is, I think, no bet- 
ter than to deny the Conclufion after they have 
yielded the Premiſſes. They are not, indeed, fo 
much diftin& Powers, as different Acts of the ſame 
Power, or the ſame Power exerciſed in a different 
Manner, according as the Object is differently diſpo- 
ſed : It is a Power to judge, who are qualified to 
be Members of this Society, and who are not; to 
refuſe thoſe who are not ; to admit thoſe who are, 
upon their ſolemn Stipulation, or Contract, to ob- 
ſerve the Conditions of it; which, if they do, they 
are as certainly Members of the Inviſible as of the Vi- 
ſible Church; and to exclude them afterwards from 
this Viſible Communion, if they do not perform 
thoſe Conditions on which they were at firſt ad- 
mitted ; becauſe it may juſtly be preſumed, that 
they have excluded themſelves from the Kingdom 
of Heaven. 

And as the Power of Excommunication is found- 
ed in that of Baptiſm, and expreſly convey'd in the 
Donation of the Keys to the Officers ot Chriſt's 

C Kingdom, 


(6) 


em, ſo we have the manifeſt Exerciſe of it 
1. .puliylical Practice. St. Paul, 1 Cor. 5. commands 
the Church of Corinth to deliver the inceſtuous Per- 
ſon to Satan, ver. 5, to whole Power they were ex- 
poled, who were out of the Church's Communion ; 
and that he was to be excommunicated or excluded 
out of the Chriſtian Socicty, is evident from ſeve- 
ral Paſſages in that Chapter, particularly from the 
ath and the 13th Verſcs, where the Apoſtle enjoins 
them, to put away from among them that wicked Per- 
ſon, when they were gathered together in the Name of 
our Lord Jeſus; which was a formal Excommunt- 
cation, and conſequently cut him off from all the 
ſpiritual Privileges annexed to the Chriſtian Socie- 
ty (even the Kingdom of Heaven) to which he was 
entitled by his Baptiſm. And theretore to ſay, Ex- 
communication is only a Civil Outlawry, or Baniſh- 
ment, is in effect to ſay , that Baptiſm gives us a 
Title only to Civil Rights, or, which is equally 
falſe, that our Saviour's Kingdom is of this World, 
After this, I need not prove, that the leſſer Degrees 
of this Power are lodg'd in the Officers of the 
Church, as the ſuſpending of Offenders from the 
Lord's Table, Oc. which are all included in the 
greater, and which are granted even by ſome of thoſe 
Perſons who deny the Church's Power of Excom- 
munication, and can, I think, be juſtly. denied by 
none, who own 1t.. 

Having aſſerted the Authority of the Church, to 
admit Perſons into it by Baptiſm, and to caſt them 
out of it by Excommunication, and both by Divine 
Right, 1 proceed in the Second Place, to conſider 
what Offences render Men obnoxious to this laſt 


. 


Cenſure, and theſe we ſhall find to be Hereſe , 
Schiſm, 


(3 


S$chiſm, and other notorious Sins : Theſe, at leaſt, are 
the Principal to which the reſt may be reduc d; and 
that Men may be juſtly caſt out of the Chriſtian So- 
ciety for every one of theſe, appears from the very 
Terms upon which they werereceived into it; from 
the Authority of the Scriptures; and from the Laws 
and Practice of the Primitive Church, as well as 
our own, And, Firſt, for Hereſſe; What can be 
more reaſonable than to exclude Men out of the 
Church for departing trom that Faith, upon the 
Profeſſion whereof they were admitted into it? It 
was for this, St. Paul delivered Hymenæut and A- 


lexander to Satan, that they might learn not to blaſe i Tim. 1. 0: 


pheme. And for Schiſm ;, ſince all Societies have a 
Power to preſerve themſelves, what can be more 
equitable than to expel Men, who endeavour to 
divide, i. e. to deſtroy a Society, whoſe Union 
they were obliged to preſerve when they were re- 
ceived into it? to exclude them when they con- 
temn the Authority of its Governours, which re- 
ceived them, and to which they became ſubject by the 
Laws of Chriſtianity, upon the Profeſſion of which 
they were at firſt admitted > And for this we have 


Divine Precept, 1f he megle@ to hear the Church, let Matth. 18. 15 


him be unto thee as an Heathen: Man, and a Publican, 
And, Laſtly, tor notorious Sins; What can be more 
juſt, than to put Men out of the Chriſtian Commu- 
nion for thole Sins, upon the renouncing of which, 
they were at firſt receiv d into it? to exclude them 
for the open Violation of the Laws of the Goſpel, 


ſince Obedience to thoſe Laws, was one of the Con- 


ditions of their admiſſion? And for this, we have 


an Apoſtolical Canon, I have written unto Jou, ſaith 1 Cor. 5. 11. 


St. Paul, not to keep company; if any Man that is 


call d. 


C4) Can. 8, 


(8) 
call d a Brother, be a Fornicator, or Covetous, or an 
Holater, or a Railer, or a Drunkard, or an Extor- 
tioner, with ſuch a one, no, not to eat. And agree- 
ably, we find Excommunication decreed againſt all 
theſe ſorts of Oftenders, by the Synods of the An- 
cient Church, and of our own, as appears from ſe- 
veral of their Canons, ſome of which we ſhall have 
occaſion to alledge. 

But, Thirdly, Altho' Schiſm delerves Excommu- 
nication, and the Canons denounce it againſt Schiſ- 
maticks, yet, you'l ſay, it the Governours of the 
Church do not think fit to inflict the Sentence upon 
them, they ought not to be treated as Excommuni- 
cates. *Tis true, they ought not: And yet here it 
is to be conſidered, Firſt, That Schiſmaticks are in 
ſome caſes, by ſeveral Canons, even of our own 
Church, declared to be excommunicated zpſo facto: 
And, Secondly, That they always excommunicate 
themſelves by their Schiſm. | 

Firſt, Several Canons of the Church, and of our 
(a) own Church in particular, declare Schiſmaticks, 
in ſome caſes, to be excommunicated ipſo facto. Now 
altho' this is but Sententia lata à Jure, a Sentence 
paſs'd by the Law, and it is generally held requiſite 
there ſhould be alſo Sententia lata à Fudice, a Sen- 
tence paſs'd by the Judge, before they are treated as 
excommunicate Perſons : yet (ince it is plain, that 
theſe ipſo faFo Excommunications do intend and ef- 
fect ſomewhat more, than thoſe which are Commi- 
natory, and only threaten the Sentence; That cannot 
be leſs where the Crime is confe(s'd and avow'd too, 
(as in open Schiſm it always is) than a Suſpen- 


fron from the Participation of the Holy Communion, 
which is one of the leaſt Degrees of the Church's 


Cenſures. 


How- 


N 


However, in the ſecond place it is certain, That ? 
Flereticks and Schiſmaticks always excommunicate - 5 
themſelves, that is, they as effectually cut themſelves 4] 
off trom the Communion of the Church and the l 


Rights annexed to it, as other Sinners are cut off by 
her Cenſuers ; and for this alſo we have an Apoſtolical ö 
Canon. It is St. Paul's Injunction to Lu, to whom 14 
he had committed the Government of the Church | 
of Crete, A Man that is an Herztick after the firſt and Titus c. 3. 4 
ſecond Ad monition reject, knowing that he that is ſuch, | 
is ſubverted and ſinneth, being condenmed of himſelf. 
Not that all Hereticks are condemned of themſelves, 
as knowing in their own Conſciences the Doctrine 
they teach to be falſe; for without doubt many of 
them think themſelves in the right. But they are | 
condemned of themſelves, becauſe they cut themſelves | 
off from the Communion of the Church by their ow 
ack, whereas other Sinners are cut off by the Church's 
Cenſures ; ſo that it is not ſo much by their falſe . _ 
Doctrine, but by their Separation from the Church, \ | 
that they properly condemn themſelves, and this | 
brings Schiſmaticks under the ſame Self-condemna- 
tion, And as we have St. Cyprian's Authority for | 
this ſenſe of the Words, ſo he allo applies them to the 
Novatian Schiſmaticks, in his Epiſtle to Magnus, 
where after he had quoted this Injunction of St. Paul 
to Titns, he explains who this Self-condemmed He- 
retick is, who is not, ſaith he, caſt out of the Church 
by the Biſhop, but voluntarily ſeparates from it, being 
through his heretical Preſumption condemned by himpelFf. 


— 


5 — 


4) Qui non ab Epiſcopi ejeckus, ſed ſporte Eccleſia profugus & hereticã 
præſumpt ion e 4 ſemetipſo dammatus, 5 9. Edit. Oxon. 8 
| t. 
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St. Ferom interprets this place after the fame manner, 
and likewiſe extends it to Schiſm. Therefore, ſaith 
he, he is ſaid to be condemned by himſelf : becanſe 4 
 Fornicator, an Adulterer, a Murtherer, and other wick- 
ed Perſons are caſt out of the Church by the Governors 
of it. But Hereticks paſs this ſentence on themſelves, 
by ſeparating from the Church on their own choice, 
which Separation ſeems to be this Self-condemmation. 
After which, taking notice of the difference betwixt 
Hereſie and Schiſm, he ſays, the latter equally 
makes a Separation from the Church. Although af- 
ter ſuch Authorities for ſo obvious and natural, an In- 
terpretation we need add no more, yet let me give you 
the pious and learned Dr. Hammond's note on this 
place, Every one who ſubmits not to, but ſeparates from 
the Orthodox Church, whoſe Member and Subje@ he is 
(and this every Heretick and Schiſmatick doth) is pro- 
perly ſaid to be Self-condemned. And therefore 
though to ſuch an one, as to any other MalefeFor, the 
fir and ſecond Admonition, v. Ic. be due, which in 
all that are not reformed by thoſe, is wont to bring on 
the ſentence of Excommunication ;, yet there is no need 
to proceed to that, becauſe he by contumacy and non- 
ſubmiſſron to the Church-ruler infli&s this upon himfelf. 
The appointment therefore is more agreeable to this Caſe, 
that men avoid him, v. 10. as one that is already 
excommunicate by his own, and ſo needs mot the 
Judge's Sentence. | 
To which give me leave to add, the Teſti- 
monies of Mr. 1horndike, and Dr. Barrow, not only 


een AL ano 


Cs) _ vero d ſemetipſo dicitur eſſe damnatus : quia ſornicator, adul- 
ter bomicida, c cetera vitia per ſacerdotes Eccleſia propelluntur ; Heretici 


autem in ſemetipſos ſuo arbitrio de Eccleſia recedentes: que receſſn, proprie 


becauſe 


eanſcient ie videtur eſſe damnat io. Hieron, in locum. 


(1) 


becauſe they were Great Men, but becauſe though 


they differ d in their Opinions about the Nature of 
the Unity. of the Catholick Church, or rather a- 


bout the Foundation of it; for if I am not miſtaken 
Dr. Barrow doth after all as good as yield, even 
that kind of Unity in the Catholick Church, which 


Mr. Thorndike contends: for, only he will have it a- 
riſe from the voluntary conſent of the Governours of 
the Church, and not from Divine Obligation; but 
however they differ d in that, they both agreed, 
that they who violate the Unity of the Church in 
which they reſide, by ſeparating from it, do Excom- 
mumicate themſelves, Which ſhews us by the way, 
that the Novel Conceit of ſtated Separation from the 
Church, and coming to it again when they think. 
fit, muſt appear intolerable to any who leave the 
Church a Unity of any kind. 


But to return to their Teſtimonies, Mr. Thorndike 


ſays, There are two ſorts af excommunicate Per- 


ſons , one. are they that excommunicate themſelves, the A Diſcun' of 
the Forbearance + 


other they that are excommunicated by the Church. For 
though they excommunicate themſelves, yet becauſe they 
are to be avoided by the Flock from whence they depart, 
when they excommunicate themſelves, they are io be 
held as if they were excommunicated by the Church. 


On the one ſide, all Papiſts excommunicate themſelves, bid. p. 102. 


on the other ſide, all that run into Conventicles, 


Dr. Barrow ſays, All that withdraw their Communion 4 Diſcnurſe con- 
or Obeiſance from particular Churches, fairly eſtabliſb- mine * "_ 
ed (unto which they do belong, or where they reſide) 24 * : 


do incur the guilt of Schiſm : For ſuch Perſons being 
de jure, ſubje to thoſe particular Churches, and ex- 
communicating themſelves, do conſequently ſever them- 

| elves 


bid. p. 47. 
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ſelves from the Catholick Church; they commit grett 


wrong toward that particular Church, and toward the 
whole Church of Chriſt. Self-Excommunication or Spi- 
wtual Felony, de ſc, doth involve the Churches Excom- 
wunication deſerving it, and preventing it. 

Indeed if they, who ſeparate themſelves, are not 
held by the Church as excommunicated, it were 
ealie for an Offender to clude the Diſcipline of the 
Church by ſeparating from it, and entring the Com- 
munion of Schiſmaticks, if he did not excommuni- 
cate himſelf by joyning with thoſe who are eſteem'd 
ſo, and thereby inflict on himſelf the very Puniſh- 
ment he deſign'd to avoid. Thus St. Cyprian ob- 
ſer ves, That the Presbyter Novains, who juſtly fear- 
ed Depoſition and Excommunication too for his e- 
normous Crimes, began his Schiſm in the Church 
of Carthage, (c.) That he who deſerved to be ntterly 
excluded ont of the Church, might prevent this Judge- 
ment by a voluntary Separation from it, as if, ſaith this 
Father, to have anticipated the ſentence, were to have 
eſcaped the puniſhment. 

But I would not be miſtaken, as if I affirm'd, That 
they who excommunicate themſelves by Schiſm, 
do fall under all the effects of that which is call'd the 
Greater Excommunication. It doth not affect them 


in their Civil Rights, by the Intervention of Hu- 


mane Laws, nor oblige others to withdraw from 
their Company; but ſince it is a Forfeiture of all 
their Spiritual Rights, which are annexed to the Com 


munion of the Church her Officers juſtly may, nay, 


ought to repel them from the Holy Offices, moſt 


Cc) Vt qui ejici de Eccleſia, & excluai babebat, judicium ſacerdotum 


— a:;ceſſixe precederet ,quaſi evaſife ſit penam, preveniſſe ſentent iam. 
Pift. 53. 


certainly 


( 13 ) 
certainly from the Lord's Table, until upon the re- 
nouncing of their Schiſm, they are reſtored to her 
Communion : If St. Paul commands Titus to reject 
ſuch as were thus Se/f-condemmed. If he exhorts the 
Romans to (b) Mark thoſe who cauſe Diviſions a-(*) Num. 18. 
mong them contrary to the Doctrine they had learned 
and avoid them : It the Apoſtolical Canon (c) and there) EI a, 
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Council of Antioch (d) denounce cxcommunication , 
againſt thoſe who pray with, or receive to their Commu- cu) 
mon Excommunicates , or Perſons out of Communi- 40 
one If all this lays any Obligation upon us, it can- H Ma 285 
not oblige us to leſs than to avoid and diſcounte- r 5 xorys- 
nance their Schiſm, and till they renounce it, not to e-. 
receive them to the Holy Communion. 9... 
But Fourthly, They who by the Churches excommu- 
nication or their own, were put out of the Communion 
of their own Church, were thereby alſo excluded from 
the Communion of all the Churches in the World. For 
ſince the Catholick Church is but one Society, of 
which every Church is a part, as he that is received 
a Member into any part of it, becomes thereby a 
Member of the whole : (For though every Perſon is 
Baptized in ſome particular Church, yet the Apoſtle 
ſaith, We are all Baptized into one Body) ſo that 
Member which is cut off from any part, is thereby 
cut off from the whole Body. Indeed if he that was 
received by Baptiſm into a particular Chtirch, did 
not thereby comemnce a Member of the whole Ca- 
tholick Church, when he removed into another 
Country he muſt loſe the Benefit of publick Com- 
munion and Worſhip ; and on the other hand, if 
he that was excommunicated from one Church, did 
not ftand excommunicate to the whole Chriſtian 
World, the Diſcipline of the Church might —_ be 
E eluded, 


( 14 ) 


eluded, and he that was excommunicated from his 
own Church, by only changing his habitation, might 
be in full Communion 1n another. To prevent 
which, by the ancient Diſcipline, no Strangers were 
admitted to Communion, without Communicatory 
letters, certifying that theywere in Communion with 
their own Church; and becauſe Hereticks, Schiſma- 
ticks, and other excommunicate Perſons could not 
obtain ſuch Teſtimonials, whereſoever they went 
they found all other Churches ſhut againſt them, as 
well as their own. 5 | 

This Diſcipline not to receive to Communion 
thoſe who were out of the Communion of their own 
Church, deſcended without doubt from Apoſtolical 
Practice ; certainly Timothy would not have received 
into the Church of Epheſus, thoſe whom Titas had 
rejected from that of Crete; and it was always held 
of ſo great moment, that it is guarded by ſeveral 
ancient Canons, particularly by the 12 Apoſtolical 
Canon. (e) If any Clergy-man or Lay-man, that is 
excommunicated, or not fit to be received, going to 
another City, i. e. another Dioceſs, is received there 
without commendatory Letters, he that receives. hint, 


aud he that is received ſhall be excommunicated. 


Which Canon is enforced by the great Council of 
Nice, in her 5th. Canon () in theſe words, Let 
e ſentence be in force according to the Canon (i. e. 
the aforeſaid Apoſtolical Canon, and tis one of the 
many authentick Proofs of their great Antiquity) 


12 — 
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which decrees, that they who are caſt ont by ſome, be not 
admitted by others. Both which Canons, exprelly 
forbid the excommunicates of one Church to be re- 
cerved by another. 

Nor are the Canons leſs expreſs againſt the ad- 
miſſion of each others Schiſmaticks, The 31ſt. A. 
poſtolical- Canon, as you lee forbids any Church to ad- 
mit not only.excommunicates, but alſo others who are 
not received, or fit to be received into their own Church. 
And to enforce the ſame Diſcipline the Council of 
Antioch (a), forbids the praying with thoſe who do 
not communicate in prayer with the Church, and 
to receive thoſe to Communion who do not Com- 
municate with another Church, and the Council of 
(b) Laodicea faith, we ought not to pray with a He- 
retick or with a Schiſmatick, ines 

Theſe: were the Laws of the Primitive Church, 
and her Practice was exactly agreeable to them. 
Fll give an inſtance or two in each Caſe, firſt with 
reſpect to thoſe who are excommunicated by the 
Church; as Marcion was by his own Father the Bi- 
ſhop of Sinope in Pontus, after which he came to 
Rome, and deſired to be received to Communion 
there, but was anſwer d, (c) That they could not do 
it without the conſent of his Father. So Cornelius 
Biſhop of Rome, without any farther enquiry, ab- 
_ folately refuſed Communion to Feliciſſimus when 
be came thither, becauſe he ſtood excommunicated: 
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by St. Cyprian at Carthage; (d) and as for thoſe who 
had excommunicated themſelves by Schiſm, the 
Practice of the Church was the very ſame. Thus 
when Maximus the Presbyter, and Augendus the 
Deacon, with the other Meſſengers of Novatiar 
came to Carthage, St. Cyprian (e) abſolutely refuſed 
to admit them to Communion, becauſe they were 
Schiſmaticks from their own Church. Thus St. 
Baſil forewarns his People, (F) That sf any of them 
withdrew from his Communion, they would at the ſame 
time ſeparate themſelves from the univerſal Church, 
Well, but what is all this to Diſſenters? Are they 
Schiſmaticks 2 Schiſm is a crime of ſo hainous a na- 
ture, and I have ſo great compaſſion for thoſe that 
are involved in it, that I had much rather every one 
could be acquitted from that guilt, than charge any 
Man with it; for when I conſider that we muſt al 
ſtand _ the Judgement ſeat of Chriſt , I fecl fo 
much for my fellow Mortals, that I wiſh ev 
Man's Burthen were lighter than it is, and ſhould 
with pleaſure contribute to make it ſo, ſo far am I 
from deſiring to add one grain to its weight; but this 
very compaſſion for their Perſons excites us freely 
to tell them, both of their Sin and Danger; where- 
as to ſoften it by an affected Moderation, is to encou- 
rage themin it. We muſt judge of things as they 
arc, and ſpeak of them as we judge, and when we 
do fo, we judge, and ſpeak truly; and falſly, if 


(d ) 0b crimina ſua plurima ty graviſſima abſtentum, rejectum 3 te illic eſſe. 
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otherwiſe, ſo that here's noroom for Moderation or 
Immoderation, but for Truth or Falſchood ; and tis 
not Moderation but Evidence , that muſt regulate 
our Judgements, It is not then Truth and Falſe- 
hood ; nor moral Good and Evil; but the Goods 
and Evils of tlus Life which are the proper objects of 
Moderation ; and it 15 employ'd not about the Un- 
derſtanding and Judgment, but about the Affecti- 
ons and Paſſions. It is that Virtue which ſets 
bounds to our love and hatred, to our deſires and 
averſions, to our hopes and fears, and to our joys 
and griefs; and therefore let Moderation be never 
ſo great a Virtue, it has nothing to do with our 
Judgment of things. We ought to judge that to be 
Unity which is ſo, and the breach of it to beSchiſm 
and yet whilſt we judge of Sins as they are, we are 
toextend our Charity to the Perſons that are guilty 
of them; we are to treat them with Humanity and 
Com n, we are to judge no worſe of them 
than we have clear Evidence of the Degrees of 
their guilt, and to hope the belt where we. have no 
Evidence to the contrary. And if they will call this 
Moderation, which is properly a branch of Charity, 
I'll not contend with 'em for a word, and will al- 
low it to be as great a Virtue as they deſire; only 
let them remember, that Zeal for the Unity of the 
Church, and the Preſervation of it; Zeal to recover 
Men from their Sins, and to prevent others from 
falling into them, are as great, if not greater Virtues, 

And having made this Apology tor any thing, 
that may ſeem at leaſt, ſevere in what I have faid 
or ſhall ſay of the Diſſenter's Separation, I ſhall not 
ſcruple to charge them with Schiſm, as all the Or- 


thodax, and the learned Divines of our Church 
F have 
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have always done. For if our Lord founded his 
Church in a Subordination of Officers, by inveſting 
the Twelve Apoſtles (whom alone he ſent as his Fa- 
ther ſent him) with a Power Superior to the Seventy 
| Diſciples ; it the Apoſtles exerciſed a Power Superi- 
or to all the other Officers of the Church; if their 
Power as Church-Governors did not die with them, 
but as appears from their Commiſſion, was to con- 
tinue with their Succeſſors to the end of the World; 
if the earlieſt Records of the Church aſſure us, that 
this Superior Power, thus founded in Divine Inſtitu- 
tion and Aprſtolical PraGice, was continued in the 
Biſhops as Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, having Pref- 
byters aud Deacons ſubject to them; if we have as 
certain an account of the Succeſſion of the Biſhops 
to the Apoſtles in the greater Churches, as Jernſalem, 
Antioch, Rome, and Alexandria, in thoſe very 
times, in which alone the Presbyterians doubt it, 
as we have of the Succeſlion of the Archbiſhops of 
Canterbury ſince the Reformation; if the Authors who 
atteſt this 13 of Biſhops, lived ſome of them 
in the Apoſtolical age it (elf, and ſome of the reſt 
who atteſt That, and the Succeſſion too, lived much 
nearer to the Apoſtles,than we do to theReformation, 
fo that any Man may with as much confidence ſay, 
we do not know whether this Church was governed 
by Biſhops when it reform'd , as ſay theſe Authors 
did not know whether Biſhops as Superior to Preſ- 
byters, immediately ſucceeded the Apoſtles in the 
Government of the Church; and laſtly, if the Epiſ- 
copal Government has deſcended with the other parts 
of Chriſtianity , and with the ſame Evidence, thro' 
all Ages ſince, and extended it ſelf with it into all 
parts of the World, inſomuch that all the Adverſa- 

| rics 
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ries of this Government have not, after they have 
ſearch d every corner of Antiquity, yet been able to 
name one Church in any Age, or part of the World 
that was not governed by Biſhops; if all this be 
true, as it certainly is, then for Chriſtians to ſepa- 
rate from the Communion of their Biſhop, is not 
only to violate the Unity of the Church, but to ſe- 

arate from that Authority which Chriſt has eſta- 

liſhed in it, and all the Benefits of the new Covenant 
which are adminiſtred only by that Authority, and 
in that Communion. But to ſet up an oppoſite Com- 
munion, is in effect to renounce that Authority 
Chriſt has left to his Church, and to ere& a new 


Authority of their own, which is a moſt Sacrilegi- 


ous Uſurpation, as to join in ſuch a Communion, is 


a Schiſm of the higheſt kind. 

And having beheld the Divine Original, the 
Perpetnity, and Univerſality of the Epiſcopal Au- 
thority and Government; Let me now make the 
ſame Challenge to the Presbyterians, which Tertul- 
lian made to ſome Hereticks in his Age, (a) Let 
them produce the Originals of their Churches ; Let 
them derive the Suceelf 

Apoſtles, how far back into Antiquity can they trace 
their Line of Succeſſion? Into Antiquity do I ſay? 
I doubt they'll be forc'd to ſtop within the Memo- 
ry of Man; for higher they cannot go, than that 
fatal Revolt which their Fathers made from their 


Biſhops and from Epiſcopacy it ſelf, and aſſumed to 
themſelves the Power of Ordination, and of govern- - 


—_— 
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ion of their Miniſters from the 
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ing the Church about 60 Years ago; for before that 
time, there were no ſuch Presbyters in this Church, by 
whom they can derive ſuch a Power, nor any indeed 
in the whole Chriſtian world for 1500 Years after 
Chriſt z Here then was the Original of their Church. 
This the Epocha of their Succeſſion : ſo that 
here's a Gulph fixt that they gan never pals, for theſe 
revolting Presbyters, having no Predeceſſors from 
whom they can make their claim, or, as St. Cypriarr 
faith, Succedunt nemini, 4 ſeipſo orti, They ſucceed- 
ed to no body, by whom they can derive ſucha Power, 
but proceeded from themſelves, and were the Origi- 
nals of their own Authority. And what is, if this 
not, as the ſame Saint ſaith, Humanam Inſtituere 
Eccleſiam, a Church of Humane Inſtitution 2 

I might alledge numerous Authorities from the 
Fathers, but I'll only produce the Carors of ſome 
of the ancient Councils, wherein we have their Aus 
thorities united in — this Schiſm. The 
Apoſtolical Canon (c) ſaith, F any Presbyter con- 
temning his own Biſhop ſhall hold a ſeparate meeting, 
and ere another Altar, having nothing to charge his 
Biſhop in Piety (d) or Juſtice, let bim be depoſed as 
an ambitious Affector of Government, for he is an 


Uſurper : Likewiſe as many of the Clergy as joyn with 
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him ſhall be depoſed, and the Laicks excommunicated. 
The Council of Gazgra Decrees, (4) IF any Marr 
ſhall hold 4 private Meeting out of the Church, and 
preſume to celebrate Divine Service, the officiating 
Presbyter not being thereunto licenſed by the Biſhop, 
let hine be Furr The Council — Antioch De- 
crees, (b) 1f any Presbyter or Deacon deſpiſing his own 
1 ; the Church, — Tos up an 
Altar in a private Congregation, and ſhall refuſe to obey 
hts Biſhop calling him a firſt and ſecond time, he ſhall 
le abſolutely depoſed as an uncurable Perſon, and 
one that cannot retain his Honour. The ſecond Ge- 
neral Council, (c) Ranks thoſe with Hereticks who 
pretend to profeſs the true Faith, yet make a Schiſm, 
and hold oppoſite Aſſembles to the Canonical Biſhops. 
The fourth General Council Decrees, (d) IF any of 
the Clergy or Monks ſhall be found conſpiring or making 
Fraternities, or contriving any thing againſt the Bi- 
ſhops or their Fellow-Clergymen, let them be utterly de- 
graded ; And again, the ſame Council declares, 


That (e) to put 4 Biſhop into the Rank of a Presbyter 


zs Sacrilege. 
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Theſe were the Decrees of the higheſt Authority 
m the Primitive Church againſt Presbyters, who 
made a Schiſm from their Biſhop, by exerciſing the 
Presbyters Office without or againſt his Authority; 
If you ask what were the Decrees againſt Presbyters. 
that Uſurp the Epiſcopal Office it ſelf. I muſt an- 
fwer, there were none, for the ſame reaſon, that nei- 
ther Solon nor Romulus made any Laws againſt Parri- 
cide, becaufe they imagined none would attempt ſo 
great a Crime. But ſince there were ſuch Decrees a- 
gainſt Presbyters, who executed only their own Office 
without the Authority of their Biſhops, what Ana- 
bema's might have been expected from thoſe Coun- 
culs againſt Presbyters that uſurp the Epiſcopal Office 
it ſelf, by aſſuming to themſelves the Power of 
Ordination, and governing: the Church in oppoſi- 
tion to it? We have. of late heard much from the 
Difſenters, of Archbiſhop Uſer's Model of Epiſ- 
copacy, which I perceive by an Advertiſement is 
ready to be publiſhed by them; they would do 
well to conſider, that when that very learned Pri- 
mate was making favourable Allowances towards: 
fome of the Foreign Churches who have not Bi- 
ſhops ; even then when he went to the utmoſt 
lengths of his Condenſcention, he could find no Salvo 
for our Presbyterians, but leaves them under the guilt 
of their Schiſm, for he adds, (F) Tet on the other hand, 
holding as I do, that a Biſhop hath Superiority in de- 
gree above Presbyters ; you may eaſily judge that the 


(This was written in his Note-book with his own hand, dated 165+. 
1 little before his Death, as we are aſſured by the Lord Primate's 
Grandſon, James Tyrrel, Ely; in the Appendix to his Grandfather's Life,, 
d. $. when Epticopacy was at its loweſt Ebb in this Iſland. 


Ording- 


(27) 


Ordination made by ſuch Presbyters as have ſevered 
themſelves from their Biſhops, cannot poſſibly by me be 
excuſed from being Schiſmatical. 

As for the Reaſons which the Diſſenters alledge 
to juſtifie ſo deſperate a Schiſm, they have been ſo 
often and fully anſwer d, that it is a wonder they have 
not generally returned into the boſom of the Church; 
if it were not a greater, how they could ever break 
the Unity of it for ſuch Reaſons. For among all the 
Diviſions that have infeſted the Church of God, 
none ever began a Schiſm about the External Rites 
of Religion, except our Diſſenters in Exgland, who 
for the very ſame Reaſons, that they have ſeparated 
from this Church, muſt have ſeparated from the 
Primitive Church, which obſerved more Rites than 
ours; and if even the Primitive Church was not 
Holy and Pure enough for them to Communicate 
with, let them conſider what becomes of Two Arti- 
cles of their Creed, The Holy Catholick Church, and 
the Communion of Saints. _ 2 5 
As for the peculiar Reaſons which the Occaſional 
Conformiſts give. for their Separation, they alſo 
have often been fairly anſwer d, particularly in a 
late Rook. entituled, Oecaſonal Conformity, 'a moſi 
anjuſtifiable- Pragice. Þ 
But to leave the Occafional Conformiſt, and return 
to the Members of the Church, they muſt all believe 
the Diſſenters Schiſmaticks, or paſs themſelves for 
unſincere Members of it, for as a War cannot be juſt 
on both ſides, ſo a breach cannot be made in the Unity 
of the Church, but one ſide muſt be guilty of Schiſm. 
In ſhort, they muſt believe the Diſſenters have juſt cauſe 


to ſeparate, or they have not; if they believe the 


Diſſenters. 
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Diſſenters have juſt cauſe to ſeparate, and unlawful 
Terms of Communion are the only juſt cauſe, how 
can they acquit themſelves of inſincerity, by con- 
tinuing in a Church from which they believe they 
ought to ſeparate : But if they'll ſay, the Diſſenters 
have no juſt cauſe for their Separation, they con- 
demn them of Schiſm, for all acknowledge a cauſe- 
leſs Separation to be ſo. | 1 71 
And having gone through the five Propoſitions, 
we have prevented the main Queſtion, Whether the 
Diſſenters ought to be admitted to the Holy Com- 
munion , before they renounce their Schiſm ; for it 
has received its Anſwer already in theſe Propoſiti- 
ons, all which concur in one deciſive concluſion a- 
gainſt it. For if the Church hath by Divine Right a 
Power to excommunicate ; if Schiſmaticks as well 
as other Offenders deſerve Excommunication, and 
the Church by her Canons denounces it againſt them; 
and if when ſhe doth not inflict it on particular 
Perſons by her Sentence, yet they always excommu- 
nicate themſelves by their Schiſm, and thereby loſe 
their Right of approaching the Lord's Table, as 
well as thoſe who are excommunicated by the 
Church; and if they who are cut off from their 
own Church either way, do by the ancient Diſci- 
pline ſtand excommunicated from all the Churches 
in the World ; and laſtly, if this be the condition 
of all Schiſmaticks, and our Diſſenters are ſuch, then 
certainly they ought not to be admitted to the Holy 
Communion until they renounce their Schiſm. 

This is a neceſſary conſequence from the forego- 
ing Principles, and it is in vain to diſpute this, un- 
leſs you can deſtroy thoſe, which will be no very eaſie 

task, 
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task, for they are not private Fancies or novel Opi- 
nions, but they are founded on that ſenſe of Scrip- 
ture, which has been received down all along by 
conſtant Tradition, atteſted by the nniverſal Practice 
of the Primitive Church, and ratified by the Decrees 
of General Councils, for I have alledged no Canons, 
but either of the firſt four General Councils, which the 
Laws of the State as well as of the Church of Exgland, 


receive with great reverence or thoſe which are ſtiled 


Apoſtolical, which tho' not made by the Apoſtles, ap- 
proach the neareſt to their time; or elſe the Canons 
of Provincial Councils, but of ſuch only as were el- 
der than the iſt General Council or not later than the 
4th, and whoſe Canons were all taken into that 1f 
Code of the univerſal Church, which was ratified by 


the fourth Oecumenical Council, ſo that altho ori- conc.chuces; 
ginally they were the Canons of Provincial Synods, Can. :. 


they have thereby obtained the Sanction and Autho- 
rity of a General Council. : 

Theſe are the higheſt Authorities in the Catholick 
Church, and which have ever been, and ever will 
be held venerable in Chriſtendom ; and if I have not 
miſtaken their ſenſe, as I am pretty certain I have 
not, I am ſecure under fo great Authorities, and he 
that attacks this Diſcourſe, in order to defend Oc- 
caſronal Conformity, or the Admiſſion of Schiſmaticks 
to the Holy Sacrament, muſt ſet himſelf in oppoſition 
to the Laws of the Catholick Church, and its uni- 
verſal Practice in the Primitive Ages; and that not in 
matters of ſmall moment, but which have ever been 
eſteem'd Eſſential to the Church's Unity, and abſo- 
lately neceflary to maintain Diſcipline. This will 
be no very decent employment for any one who ex- 


preſſes a concern for either, and a Man need be all 
H over 
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over Innovation before he undertakes it, but *twill 
be ſtill leſs decent in a Member of the Church of 
England, which has ſo great a Veneration for that 
Authority, which requires her Miniſters to teach the 
People nothing but what is agreeable to the Doctrine of 
the Old or New Teſtament, and what the Catholick 
Fathers, and ancient Biſhops have collected out of that 
DoGrine, and which as I have already obſerved, has 
conform'd her Laws to thoſe of the univerſal Church, 

So particularly in the main Cafe before us, ſhe 
enjoins her Miniſters not to admit Schiſmaticks to 
the Holy Communion by her 27th Canon; and who 
theſe Schiſmaticks are, ſhe deſcribes in the Body of 
that Canon: ſuch as will not receive kneeling , or 
as refuſe to be preſent at the pablick Prayers accord- 
ing to the Orders of the Church of England. And 
here let the Occaſional Conformiſt o e, the 
Church orders all her Members duely to reſort to 
the Church upon all Sundays and Holidays, as appears 
from her goth Canon; and therefore he who only 
once for an Office, or it may be once a Year, is pre- 
ſent at the Liturgy, is ot preſent according to the 
Orders of the Church of England, and therefore by 
this Canon ought not to be admitted to the Lord's 
Table: or ſuch Schiſmaticks as are common and no- 
torious Depravers of the Book of Common Prayer and 
the Adminiſtration of the Sacraments, and Orders, 
Rites, and Ceremonies therein preſcribed, &c. None of 
theſe are to be admitted to the Communion, except every 
Such Perſon ſhall firſt acknowledge to the Miniſter, 
before the Churchwardens his Repentance, for the ſame 
and promiſe that he will do ſo no more. 

Nay, ſo far is the Church from admitting Schiſ- 
maticks to the Holy Communion, that by her gth 


Canon 


\ 
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Canon ſhe declarcs, thoſe that ſhall ſeparate from the 
Communion of Saints, as it is approved by the Apoſile's 
Rules in the Church of England, and combine them{elues 
in a new Brotherhood, accounting the Chriſtians who are 
conformable to the Doctrine, Governments, Rites, an 
Ceremonies of the Church of England , as prophane 
and nnmeet for them 10 join with in Chriſtian Pro- 
feſſion, to be excommunicated, iplo facto, and not 
reſtored, but by the Archbiſhop after their Repentance, 
and publick Kerken. of ſuch their wicked Er- 
rors. And this Canon allo, if I am not miſtaken 
reaches the Occaſional Confurmiſt, for although he 
doth not hold thoſe that contorm to the Church to 
be prophane, yet he accounts them not pure enough 
with whom he may live in conſtant Communion as 
a Fellow-member, and that alone is to join with 
them in the Chriſtian Profelſion, and therefore ſeparates 
from the Communion of the Church, and joins 
himſelf to a new Communion, or Brat ber hood of 
which he declares himſelf a ffated Member. 

Indeed whoever confiders the Diſcipline of the 
Church of Exgland, and by what deliberate ſteps 
andi gradual advances ſhe leads her own children to 
the Holy Table, as the higheſt Act of Communion, 
and with what care ſhe guards the Holy Myſteries 
from unqualified and raſh Iutrudors, will eaſily be 
convinced, ſhe never deſign d Schiſmaticks ſhould be 
admitted there. 

Firſt, She orders that none be baptiſed without 
Sponſors, who ſhall ſtipulate with the Church in the 


name of the Child, and give Security for his Educa- See the Exhor- 


tion in the Chriſtian Religion, and in the Communion 


ration at the 
end of the Of- 


of the Church; for they allo are charged to take care fice of publick 
that when he is fit, he be brought to the Biſhop for Con- Baptilin. 


firmation 
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firamtion, and in the mean time not the Sureties only 
are charged with his Education, but the Pariſh 

Vid. % 59» Frieſt or Curate, is particularly enjoin'd to take great 

— Rubricks care to Catechiſe, to inſtru and examine the youth, and 

after the the common People in the Principles of the Chriſtian 

Carechim. Relgion according to the Church Catechiſm; and injoins, 

that none be preſented to the Biſhop for Confirmation 

till they can give an account, and reaſon of their Faith, 

Rubrick after Of which the Curate who is to preſent them, is the 

che Order of Judge; and not even then to be confirmed, unleſi 
Confirmation. 25% Biſhop approves of them. 4 

Farther the Church ſtrictly enjoins, that one be 

admitted to the Holy Communion, until ſuch time as he 

be confirmed, or be ready and deſirous to be confirmed. 

Now this is a Law of the Land as well of the Church, 

for all the Rubrichs are confirm'd by AF of Parlia- 

ment. And what multitndes of Occaſional Confor- 

miſts doth this one Law exclude from the Holy Com- 

munion ? For how few of them have ever been con- 

firmed 2 And if they be not already, they muſt be 

great Hypocrites to ſay they deſire it, deſire to be con- 

firm'd Members of the Epiſcopal Church, when 

they are no Members of it, nor ever intend to 

be. Now the great reaſon why the Church re- 

quires Perſons to be confirm'd before they come 

to the Holy Communion, is becauſe having been 

baptiſed in their infancy, upon a contract made by 

Sureties in their Names; they might now in their 

own Perſons renew and confirm that contract, and 

upon it be acknowledged for Members of the Church 

by the Impoſition of the hands, and the Benedicti- 

on of its chief Paſtors. Hence 'tis plain, the Church 

deligns none ſhould be admitted to this higheſt and 

moſt Solemn Act of Communion , until they are 


(on. 
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confirmed Members of the Church; when they are 
ſo, ſhe obliges them at the Age of 16 to receive this 
* Sacrament thrice a year at leaſt, But ſtill co 
preſerve the Dignity of theſe Myſteries, and as 
much as may be the integrity of her Communi- 
on, by her 26th Canon, ſhe enjoyns her Miziſters 
to admit no notorions Offenders; and by her 27th Ca- 
non, #0 Schiſmaticks, to the participation of em: 
And that neither may gain a ſurreptitious Ad miſſi- 
on, the very next Canon torbids ary Strangers from 
other Prariſhes to be received to the Holy Communion 3 
and the firſt Rubrick before that Office requires, 
fo many as intend to be partakers of it, ſhall fignifie 
their Names to the Curate, at leaſt ſome time the day 


before. i 
This is the Pious care; this the wile Diſcipline of 


our Holy Mother the Church of England, enjoin'd 
by her Rubricks and Canons, which is utterly tram- 
pled on by the Intruſion of Occaſional Conformiſts; 
Here comes one who is no Member of the Church, 
nor intends to be one, who will not be under the 
Miniſter's Cure , of whom he can give little or no 
account, and of whom it may be he has no Know- 
{edge : It is poſſible he may never have been bap- 
tiſed, he may be excommunicated ; he may be So- 
cinian or Deilt ; 'tis forty to one if he be confirm'd, 
to be ſure he does not deſire it; however, he has an 
Office, and that he may elude the Law demands to 
be admitted. This is not regularly and reverently to 
approach, but rather to invade the Lord's Table : 
and to admit ſuch a one, is not more againft our 
own, than the Primitive Diſcipline. 
In a printed Speech ſaid to be ſpoken ir the Houſe 
of Lords, by a learned Prelate, wpore the Bill againſt 
| 1 | Oceaſronalt 
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 Occaſronal Conformity, it is affirm'd, That our Legal 
eſtabliſhment founded on the Primitive Pattern is the 
true meaſure of our Church, and thoſe who riſe above 
it, as are as much out of the way, as thoſe that fall be- 
low it. It muſt be own'd, this is ſo true a meaſure 
that none can refuſe to put the iſſue of this Cauſe 
upon it, and if the reſt of the Speech was againſt 
the Bill, yet we need no other meaſure, than what 
theſe words give us, to condemn the Practice which 
the Bill would reſtrain, 

We have ſeen the Primitive Pattern, if the Laws 
of the Catholick Church, and its univerſal Practice 
in the firſt Ages can ſhew it us: And is there the 
leaſt ſhadow of Occaſional Conformity, or of the 
allowance of it in this Primitive Pattern? Do we 
find Schiſmaticks received at the Primitive Altars? Or 
one Canon in the whole Code that allows it ? Is not 
the Practice of the Catholick Church one continued 
Precedent againſt it? Is it not the very reverſe of its 
Diſcipline, and a Contradiction to all its Laws of 
Communion 2 We have ſeen our Legal Eſtabliſhment 
too, if the Rubricks and Canons are a part of it, and 
find they are conformable to that Primitive Pattern on 
which they are founded, and that Occaſional Conformi- 
ty, or the Admiſſion of Schiſmaticks to the Communi- 
on, is expreſly condemned by both; and if this be 
the true meaſure of the Church of England, Not to 
admit Schiſmaticks until they renounce their Schiſm ; 
Then, as not to receive them upon their Repen- 
tance would be to riſe above it; ſo to admit them to 
the Holy Communion without renouncing their 
Schiſm, is to fall below it; if any ſhould be againſt 
receiving them upon their Repentance, they would 
be High-Churchmen indeed, but I know not ſuch a 


a Church- 
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Churchman in Exgland, it would be not only to riſe 
higher than the Church, but would be a (train be- 
yond Novatianiſm it ſelf; and for thoſe that favour 
the latter, and are for admitting them without re- 
nouncing or entirely forſaking their Schiſm, they 
certainly fall below this true meaſure of the Church. But 
I ſhall leave them to conſider that, and let them fall 
gently without ſo much as a term of Diſtinction. 

Whilſt I was conſidering the Primitive Pattern, 
I produced ſome Teſtimonies, as I might many, from 
that valuable Monument of the Ancient Diſcipline 
St. Cyprian's Epiſtles, I ſhall add one more from his Sei S u, 
Letter to Caldonins, &c. where ſpeaking of the /* conpirationi, . 
Schiſmatick Feliciſſimus, he faith, Whoſoever ſhall nee, . 
Join himſelf to his Schiſm, let him know that he ſhall ſciat ſe in Ec. 
not communicate in the Church with us, who voluntars- 05> 2 
ly- choſe to be ſeparated from the Church. After a cer municaturun, 
tain learned © Divine of the Church of England, had f ma. 
quoted this ſaying he made this remark, and had 1 
we 4 St. Cyprian among us at this day, they would not Epiſt. 47. 
be ſuffered to ſhift turns thus between a Church and a Con- = —— | 
venticle ; for he expreſly declared, that thoſe who cont tion in the 
municated with Feliciflimus, his Schiſmatical Precby- Taf. 1 
ter, ſhould not be 1 to communicate in the Church ia is D. 
with him. I need not add, that every Biſhop is thus courſe about 
far a St. Cyprian, that he has the ſame Authority, oo * 
and is under the ſame Obligations that he was, to 
reſerve the Unity and Diſcipline of the Church. 
I ſhall cloſe this appeal to the Catholick Church 
with a Challenge of the learned Mr. Thorndike, *orvearance. 
WWhenſeever, ſaith he, the Church excommunicates for” 
notorious and ſcandalous Sin, to reſtore him that is ſo 
excommunicate to Communion, would be to murther his 
Soul and Chriſtianity both at once, not ſuppoſing ſome 


propor- 


' proportionable Preſumption of amendment in him that 
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1s reſtored. This therefore muſt hold as the reaſon of 
it holds, in thoſe that excommunicate themſelves ; in 
the reconciling of Hereticks and Schiſmaticks to the 
Church. And this the whole Practice of the Church 


of God from the beginning ſhews them that are willing 


to underſtand the reaſon of it, before they tread that 


Authority under foot, which the common Chriſtianity 


obliges all to follow. Then follows his Challenge in 
theſe words, ſhew me, ſaith he, any Hereſie or Schiſne 
ever reſtored to the Church, without renouncing the ſame, 


and I will confeſs, that the Church it ſelf turned He- 


-retick or Schiſmatick from the ſame date. 


But here it may be objected, that the ſame Laws 
which obliges Perſons to receive the Holy Sacra- 
ment as a Qualification for Offices, do oblige the 
Clergy to admit them to it. To which I anſwer, 


That as I have proved in the beginning of this Diſ- 


1 Qr.4, 1. 


courſe, that Chriſt hath inveſted his Church with 


a Power to admit Perſons into her Communion, 
and to exclude them from 1t, cither in part or en- 


tirely ; ſo the Conſtitution of our Kingdom doth re- 


ſerve to the Church all thoſe Rights which Chriſt 
hath given her, and thus Magna Charta begins, We 
Gave granted unto God, and by this our preſent Char- 
ter have confirmed for us, and for our Heirs for ever, 
that the Church of England ſhall be free, and enjoy all 
Her Rights entire, and her Liberties inviolable; and it 


free in any thing, then certainly free in the exerciſe 


of thoſe Spiritual Rights, with which its Officers 
are inveſted by a Divine Charter, free in the diſpen- 
fing of thoſe Myſteries of God whereof they are the 
only Stewards. And it was with reſpect to this 
Greater 


W 0 
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Greater Charter, that the late Lord Chief Juſtice Additional 


Nores on the 


Hale (aid of the Officers of the Church, that they pq onthe, 
were the proper Judges appointed by Chriſt, to whom of Sir Mat- 
they themſelves ſhould apply Sacraments, or to whom they e Hale, 
| ſhould deny them. Indecd were not the Church free® *' 
in the exerciſe of this Power ; notwithſtanding Her 
Right (ſtand upon a Divine Charter, and are ſecured 
by the Great Charter of the Kingdom, eſtabliſn d 
by its Laws, and confirm'd by the Oaths of our 
Kings and Queens at their Coronations, ſhe would 
be leſs free in this reſpect, and in a worle Conditi- 
on, than any of the Tolerated Sects. But as that 
Lord Chief Juſtice derived the Church's Right trom 
Divine Inſtitution, fo he knew the Laws of the 
Land left her free in the exerciſe of it. Indeed what See the Diab. 
the Church is poſſeſs d of by Divine Right, no Hu- gue between 
mane Laws can deprive her of; and if ever there Sade, d 
ſhould be ſuch an attempt, tis certain, Chriſtians 
mult adhere to, and aſſert the Divine Inſtitution, as 
it is certain, that they muſt obey God, rather then 
Mar, but they muſt aſſert it by ſuffering, not with 
an armed Goſpel, and acknowledge the Authority 
when they cannot obey the Law. Thus while we 
render to God the things that are God's, we ſhall 
render to Ceſar the things that are Ceſar's. Thus 
the Divine Inſtitutions will be inviolably preſerved 
to the end of the World, the Governments of the 
World never diſturb'd by Religion, and God's Au- 
"thority revered in Both. 
But the Caſe before us ſtands in no need of this 
Defence; for I preſume we may lay down this for 
a Truth, That our Legiſlators never intended thoſe 
Perſons ſhould be admitted to the Lord's Table, as a 


Legal Qualification, who they never deſign d W 
K 4 


! 
. 
5 
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be admitted to Offices; and ſince they defign'd by 
theſe Laws to exclude trom the latter, all who were 


not Members of the Church, they ncver could intend 


ſuck ſhouid be admitted to the former; for they re- 


quire all in Offices to reccive the Sacrament accord- 
ing to the Uſages of the Church of England, no o- 


therwiſe than as it was a certain Teſt that they were 


Members of it. Suppoſe then not only a Schiſ- 
matick or an unconfirm'd Perſon, but an unbaptiſed 
or an excommunicated Perſon ; a protels'd Socinian 
or Deiſt; a notorious Sinners, or one that nouriſhed 


Mortal hatred , ſhould happen to obtain an Office, 


can we believe the Laws intended to oblige the 
Church to admit Perſons under theſe Diſpoſitions 
to be Partakers of the Bleſſed Euchariſt. It would 
be an injury to the Legiſlators to imagine they 
ever dclign'd it. And therefore the Caſe ſeems to be 
very plain, that when the Laws require men to re- 
ceive this Holy Sacrament to qualifie themſelves for 
Offices; they always ſuppoſe, that they mult firſt 
qualiſie themſelves for the Holy Sacrament according 
to the Holy Laws of the Church,which are tounded 
on thoſe of the Goſpel; otherwiſe the Laws which 
require this Legal Qualification might be utterly de- 
feated, and the receiving of the Sacrament would 
ceaſe to be a Teſt, that the Perſons who received it 
were Members of the Church. | 
But to make this yet plainer, if it may be, becauſe 
the main hinge of this Controverſie, with reſpect to 
the Laws, turns upon it. The end and deſign of the 
Corporation and Teſt Acts was the Preſervation of the 
Conſtitution both in Church and State; and in order 
to that, to place all Offices and Employments in the 
Hinds of thoſePerſous only who were Members of the 


Church; 
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Church; and that they might aſſure the Govern- 
ment they were truly fo, it is required of all Perſons 
in Office to make a Declaration, and receive the Ho- 
ly Sacrament according to the Utages of the Church 
of England. This is the plain and undoubted intent 
and meaning of both theſe Acts of Parliament. 
And now can they who own themſelves ſtated 
Members of an oppoſite Communion, demand ad- 
mittance to the Sacrament as a Qualification for Of- 
fices by theſe Laws, which were enacted on purpoſe 
to exclude them; and when the Laws require the 
receiving of the Sacrament no otherwiſe than as it is 
a Teſt or ſacred Profeſſion that they are truly Mem- 
bers of the Church: If theſe men can prevail with 
their own Conſciences, to make this Profeſſion when 
they are not ſo, can they believe theſe Laws oblige 
the Church to admit Schiſmaticks to the Sacrament, 
and own thoſe for her Members who are not, only 
that they may elude the Laws? Could the Legiſla- 
tors who knew that by the Conſtitution of our 
Church Schiſmaticks are not allow'd to approach the 
Lord's Table, ever be ſuppoſed to oblige the Cler- 
gy to violate part of the Conſtitution, that ſuch 
Men might arrive at Power to deſtory the whole ? 
And ſuppos'd to do this in thoſe very Laws that 
They made to ſecure the Conſtitution, by excluding 
them from Power? This is ſuch an interpretation 
as would diſſolve the Laws, nay turn them upon the 
Conſtitution, which by this Interpretation and Pra- 
ctice may be ruin'd by theſe very Laws that were 
made to preſerve it. 

I muſt therefore take the liberty to make an Ob- 
ſervation on the followingParagraph in the aforeſaid 
printedSpecch, There are other words in the W 

that 


: do mot appear to me to be well grounded. After the 


* 
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two A, the Corporation Act, and the Teft Ad are ſet 


for th, it is inferr d, that it was intended that all men 


co;»prehended in them, ſhould be, and always continue 
to be of the Communion of the Church of England, By 
the firſt of theſe Ads no Man could bear Offce in a Cor- 
poration, unleſs he had received the Sacrament within 
7 before; and by the other he who had a place of 


ruſt, was to receive the Sacrament within three months 


after; ſo by theſe Ads it is very true, that no Man 


might be in any employment who either had not been 
or was not then, in the Communion of the Church : 
But there is not a Clauſe, nor a word. in either of theſe 
* that import, that he ſhould always continue to 
0. =. : 
Now if this Author by theſe words, i the Com- 
munion of the Church, means the ſame that the Bill 
did, when it affirm'd it was intended that all Per- 
fons comprehended in thoſe two Acts ſbould be of 
the Communion of the Church of England, i. e. Mem- 
bers of it; if this be his meaning, he grants as 
much as need be deſired, for he faith, that by theſe 
Acts no Man might be in any employment, who either / 
had not been or was not then in the Communion of the 
Church, which at once excludes all the Occational 
Conformiſts from employments. Indeed to be in the 
Communion of a Church can ſignifie no leſs, for Com- 
munion always ſuppoſes Union; and therefore to be 
in or of the Communion of the Church, is to be a Mem- 
ber of it; but Occaſional Conformiſts, who declare 
themſelves ſtated Members of a ſeparate Communi- 
on, can be no more Members of the Church in an 
Eceleſiaſtical ſenſe, then a hand can be the hand of 


two. 
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two different Bodies in a natural ſenſe. Church-Com- 
munion or Church-Memberſhip is a fix'd Relation, 
whereby, as every Member is entitled to the common 
Privileges of that Society, ſo is he obliged conſtantly 
to perform thoſe common Duties, and Acts of Com- 
munion,which that Relation requires. But this Oc- » 
caſional Member (which is a conſtant Contradiction) 
who neither owns this Relation, nor thoſe common 
Obligations; as he has no right to perform thoſe Acts 
of Communion, ſo if againſt the Rules of the Ca- 
tholick Church and our own, he doth Surreptiti- 
oully creep in among the Members of the Church, 
and doth what they do, yet ſince he doth it not as a 
Member of the Church, (a) it is no more an A& 


(4) The Learned Biſhop Stillingfleet ſaich, Communion with 4 God, 
is joining with a Church, as a Member of that Church, Unreaſonableneſs 
Separation, p. 107. and that the Occaſional Communion is ſo far from looking 
like Communion, that it hath hardly the face of a Civility, p. 111. where 
there is much-more to the ſame purpoſe. e ſame wild Notion of Com- 
munion is juſtly exploded by the Reverend Dr. Sherlock , Should any 
Man, faith he, who is no Me of the Church, nor owns himſelf to be ſo, 
intrude into the Church and Communicate in all Holy Offices, this can be no 
more called an A of Communion, than it can be ſaid to make him a Member 
of the Church, of which he is no Member, and reſolved not to be Prayers 
receiving the Sacraments are Ads of Communion, when performed by Church- 
members in the Communion of the Church, but they are not AA, of Com- 
munion, , when performed by thoſe wha are no Church-members, though to ſerve 
a turn, Fhey thruſt tuemſelves into the Society of the Church, | 

As for inſtance, Suppoſe a Member of a Presbyterian, or Independent Con- 
wenticle, ſhould for reaſons beſt known to himſelf, at ſome Critical time, come 
to his Pariſh Church, and there hear the Common-Prayer, and Sermon, and 
receive the Lord's Supper, according to the Order of the Church of England, 
dves this make this Man a Member of the Church of England, with which be 
never communicated before, and it is likely will never do again, if it does not, 
all this is no AF 5 Communion, which can be only between the Members of 


the ſame Body, 

4 that ts be in Church-Communion does not ſignifie meerly to perform ſuch 
As, which are Att s of Communion in the — the Church, but ſince 
the decay of Church Diſcipline may ſometimes be armed by thyeiwho are 
not Members, which is ſuch an abuſe as would not have been allowed in the 
Primitive Church, who denyed their Communion to Schiſmatichs, as well as 
to the exccommunicate upon other aocounts. The Reſoluticu of ſome Caſes, 


p. 12, Oc. printed in tlie London Caſes. ; 
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of Communion in him, than the foiſting in a Vote 
at the Election of a Lord Mayor, would make him 
a Livery-man, who is none; or than ſuch voting 
would be an A& of Communion with that Body, 

whereof he that gives it is no Member, 

Since therefore this Author grants that by theſcActs 
no Man may be in any employment, who either had not 
been, or was not then in the Communion of the Church. 
of England; and fince it is evident, no Occaſional 
Conformiſts, whilſt they are ſuch,can ever be in that 
Communion, of which they are no Members ; they 
are by this Author's Argument, utterly diſabled from 
holding any Employment, and conſequently thoſe 
words at leaſt in the Preamble of the Bill do appear to 
be well grounded, which affirm, that it was intended 
that all Men comprehended in theſe two AFs, ſhould be 
of the Communion" of the Church of England; and 
without enquiring whether they ſhould always conti- 
ze to be ſo. This alone is ſufficient to exclude all 
Occaſional Conformiſts from Employments, who as 
ſuch never have been; and whilſt they are no more 

than ſuch, ever can be of the Communion of the Church 
of England. | 
Whether indeed theſe Acts intended that all. Men 
comprehended in them ſhould always continue to be 
of the ſame Communion, is, | confeſs, another Queſti- 
on, though I think it can be none if, we may infer 
what was intended by the Legiſlators from the Oc- 
caſion, the end and deſign of the Laws, which, for the 
very ſame reaſons that they require thoſe that are 
in Offices to be of that Communion, require them 
always to continue of it; unleſs we can ſuppoſe 
thoſe Perſons who deſert the Principles and Com- 
munion of the Church, are likely to be as true 
Friends 
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Friends to it, and as proper to preſerve it, as they 
. who inviolably adhere to them. And therefore if 
any Clauſes were doubtful, yet according to the 
known Rule we muſt avoid that ſenſe, which de- 


feats the endsof the Law ; and take that ſenſe which 


doth the work of it; that ſenſe which may prevent 


the evils againſt which the Law was deſign d, and 


attain the ends for which it was made. Quotient Z. 67. $e8. d 
idem ſermo duas ſententias exprimit , ea potiſſimum Res. Jwis. 


excipiatur, que rei gerende aptior eſt. 

But doth not the Act of Toleration make ſome 
alteration in this Cafe 2 The end for which the To- 
leration was granted, was that the Diſſenters might 
have the free exerciſe of their Religion in their own 
way. This they entirely enjoy, and it is a very 
conſiderable cafe and advantage, to all thoſe whoſe 
Conſciences will not give them leave to conform. 
But the Occaſional Conformiſts who ſeem to have the 
leaſt need of it, do how ever preſs it into their ſervice 
an Argument to ſerve for ſeveral purpoſes. Some- 
times it is to free them from Schiſm; at other times 
it is to capacitate them for Offices; and then if they 
are not Schiſmaticks, and are capable of Offices, 
why ſhould they not be admitted to receive the Sa- 
crament in our Churches as a Legal Qualification ? 
It muſt be confeſs'd it ſerves all thefe Purpoſes e- 
qually, i. e. it ſerves none of them: and let him 
that doubts it, read over the Toleration-AF, and 
try whether he can find one Clauſe or word in it that 
provides for either. : 

Firſt, The Act of Toleration doth not deliver them 
from the guilt of their Schiſm; becauſe it only de- 
livers them from thoſe Penalties which the Laws 


of the Land inflicted on their Separation. But 
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Schiſm is a Breach of God's Laws, from their Ob- 
ligation to which no Law of Mar can diſcharge 
them; And therefore whilſt the Toleration exempts ' 
them from the Penalties of Human Laws, it leaves 
the Schiſm' as it found it, and the Diſſenters to an- 
. ſwer to God for it. 
Nor, Secondly, Doth the Act of Toleration make 
the Diſſenters capable of Offices, but leaves them 
in the ſame Condition, they were in before it was 
granted. If they ſtood excluded by the Corporati- 
on and Teſt Acts, they ſtand excluded ſtill ; before 
this Act of Indulgence, it was indeed Penal for their 
Miniſters to preach and for them to hear. But now 
both are perfectly free to exerciſe their Religion; 
without any prejudice to their Perſons, Liberties, 
or Eſtates. But it is one thing to be exempted from 
Penalties on the account of Religion, which is the 
urport of the Toleration; and another thing to be 
qualified for Offices, which that Act doth not meddle 
with. In ſhort, the Act of Toleration doth no more 
make the Diſſenters capable of Offices, and Employ- 
ments in the State; than it gives their Miniſters any 
Right to Benefices and Dignities in the Church. 
And as it doth not make them capable of Places, 
ſo neither in the third place doth it give them any 
right to be admitted to the Sacrament as a Legal Qua- 
lfication for them ; the Toleration indeed leaves 
them at their Liberty, whether they will be Mem- 
bers of the Church or no ; but it doth not in one 
tittle alter the Conſtitution of the Church, or oblige 
Her to admit to the Holy Communion againſt Her 
Rules , thoſe Perſons who are not Her Members, 
nor will be. What can be more abſurd than to ſu 


wy 


pole the Toleration gives the Diſſenters right to 
| A come 
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come to the Altars of the Church, when the on! 
Reaſon for which it was granted them, was becauſe 
they could not in Conſcience come there ? 

I know but one Objection more that may be made 
to this Diſcourſe, which is, That if the Laws of the 
Land leave Minilters free, not to admit Occaſional 
Conformiſts to the Lord's Table, and the Laws of the 
Church oblige them to refuſe them, what need is 
there of the Bill againſt Occaſional Conformity? Tis 
true, if all Miniſters would ſtrictly ad here tothe Rules 
of the Church in this matter, there would be leſs need 
of it; but ſince ſome either miſtake theſe Rules, or 
will not obſerve them, and Perſons in Office are left 
to their Liberty to receive the Sacrament in any o- 
ther Church as well as their own, they'll never fail 
of finding ſome to admit them to it; and two or three 
ſuch, are enough to ſerve all the Occaſional Confor- 
miſts of a whole County: whereby the Laws will be 
ſtill evaded to the hazard of the Eſtabliſhment, and 
therefore there is as great reaſon to enforce theſe 
Laws now, as there was at firſt to make them, fo 

that unleſs we think the Conſtitution it ſelf not 
worth preſerving, we cannot think the Outworks of 
it, ought any longer to be ſlighted. 

Nay, this Diſcourſe is ſo far from making the Bil 
uſeleſs, that it gives to all the Orthodox Sons of the 
Church a zew reaſon for it; that Perſons who by 
the Laws and Diſcipline of the Church ought to be 
refuſed, might not intrude themſelves on the Mini- 
ſters of Religion, and its Myſteries, under the cover 
of theſe Laws as they are at preſent abuſed ; and 
farther proves that the abuſe which the Bill deſigns 
to prevent, with reſpect only to Offices, is what is 


univerſally forbidden by the Laws of the Catholick 
M Church, 
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Church, and of our own, for the Preſervation of 
its Unity, and the Maintainance of its Diſcipline, 
And this alone is ſufficient to juſtifie the Zeal which 
the Clergy generally have expreſs d for the Bill. But 
when they conſider the ſecurity of the Church too, 
depends ſo much upon it, they think even a greater 
degree of Zeal would want no Apology. And even 
to thoſe Miniſters who are for admitting Occaſional 
Conformiſts, they think this Proviſion will be of ſome 
advantage; that it will by a happy neceſſity prevent 
them from being Parties, altogether innocently I 


cannot ſay, but I hope very undeſignedly, to the 
Church's Ruine. . | 


And with theſe Perſons, if I might have leave, I 
would expoſtulate a little; and that I may do it with 
the greater Advantage, will ſuppoſe the moſt plauſi- 
ble reaſon that can be given for this Conduct, that 
they hope by it in time to unite the Occaſional 
Conformiſts to the Church ; but if it were warran- 
table, can it be thonght a proper expedient to pro- 
mote Unity, by breaking through thoſe Laws which 
the Church has ever held neceſſary to preſerve it? 
To trample under foot the Church's Diſcipline, to 
receive Men who make the want of it one pretence 
for their Separation? To admit Perſons to the Com- 
munion againſt the Rules of the Church, who have 
made a promiſcuous Admiſſion one Objection againſt 
it? Is. this a way to induce them to believe the Uni- 
ty of the Church of ſo 3 moment, and the ren- 
ding of the glorious Body of Chriſt , ſo great a Sin, 


when in the midſt of their Separation they ſee them- 
{elves received to the Peace of the Church, and to the 
higheſt Act of its Communion ? 


On the other hand, when you thus break dbwn 
the 
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the Fences of Ecclefiaſtical Communion, may you not 
| juſtly fear ſome of your own Members may go out, at 
thoſe Breaches you make to let theſe Men in? for 
will they believe you think there is any great Evil or 
Danger in Schiſm, when they ſee habitual Schiſma-- 
ticks admitted at the Church's Altars, together with 
her moſt Obedient children ? As if you thought it 
indifferent, whether they were in the Communion of 
the Succeflors of the Apoſtles , or of thoſe who ſet 
up new Altars againſt them; whether they adhered 
to ſuch Spiritual Uſupers, or obey'd them that have 
the Rule over them in the Lord. 

However, I would not be miſtaken, as if Schiſma- 
ticks are to receive a rough or a peeviſh repulſe. It 
ought to be introduced with ſuch previous Admo- 
nitions, as may convince them of the great Sin and 
Danger of their way, how fatal it is tothe Church's 
Peace, and to their own. Convince them that it is. 
not out of pique to a Party, or prejudice to their Per- 
ſons; but out of a juſt regard to the Unity, Laws, 
and Diſcipline of the Church; to your own indiſ- 
penſible Obligations to obſerve theſe; nay, to the 
ſafety of themſelves, that you dare not, you cannot 
admit them: eſpecially when they ſee you carry an 
impartial hand to other Offenders, where the Crime 
and notoriety of it will warrant the like procedure. 
This is true Moderation (ſince it is the word in 
faſhion) that's conſiſtent with Principles, and there- 
fore always conſiſtent with it ſelf. That doth not 
give up one Principle of the Church, but main- 
tains them all with Temper. That never makes 
Duty at odds with it ſelf, or ſets one Duty in oppo- 
ſion to another, but obſerves every Duty in its pro- 

place; that whilſt it exerciſes Charity towards 
Mens Perſons, ſtrictly keeps up the immutable _—_ 
| ions 


Fames 5. 20. 


Dan. 18, 3. 
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ions betwixt Truth and Falſhood in things; be- 
twixt Virtue and Vice, betwixt Good and Evil in 
Actions; without which Moderation, as they call it, is 
ſo far from being a Virtue, that it is a criminal Com- 
plaiſance, againſt which the Prophet has denounced 
a Wo. And when the Miniſters of Religion behave 
themſelves with all that Authority and Firmneſs, 
which becomes thoſe who a& by a Divine Com- 
miſſion ; and yet with that Gentleneſs and Meekneſs, 
that reſembles him who gave it; and with thatTen- 
derneſs and Compaſſion which is due to Souls in ha- 
zard of Eternal ruine; it will probably induce the 
Diſſenters to make a ſtand , and take a review of 
their raſh and ill choſen way, and render them at- 


tentive to the Church's Cauſe ; which carries with it 


ſo great Evidence,that when it is managed with ſuch 
ſteddy Prudence, ſo bright a Zeal, and intenſe a Cha- 
rity, 1t can hardly fail of Succeſs: And oh what 
a Pleaſure muſt ſpring up in his Mind, who converts 
a Sinner from the error of his way, which ſhall hide 
a multitude of Sins. It is worth a Man's coming in- 
to the World, to be an inſtrument in ſo happy a 
Work, as to ſave a Soul from death ; infinitely worth 
it, on his own account too, becaule it gives him- 
ſelf the hopes of a brighter Crown, for they that 


be wiſe ſhall ſhine as the brightneſs of the Firmument ; 


and they that turn many to righteouſneſs, as the Stars 
or ever and ever. | | 
III cloſe all with an Excellent Petition of our Li- 
turgy. | = 
> Give grace, O heavenly Father, to all Biſhops, and 
Curates, that they may both by their Life and 
Do#rine, ſet forth thy true and lively Word, 
and rightly and duly Adminiſter thy Holy Sa- 
cramentu. Amen. | 


